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The Honorable John Engler Mr. Barton W. LaBelle, Chairman

Governor, State of Michigan State Transportation Commission

The Honorable Dan DeGrow The Honorable Charles Perricone

Senate Majority Leader Speaker of the House

It is with great pleasure that we submit to you the final recommendations and report of the Act 51
Transportation Funding Study Committee, pursuant to P.A. 308 of 1998, Sec. 9a(6).

We have made 20 recommendations for moving the management and funding of our transportation
system — the backbone of Michigan’s economy — into the 21* century. The majority of our
recommendations are related to one key innovation: extending the business practice of asset
management to use on a statewide basis. In recommending the asset management approach, we
are confident it will take into account the importance of all roads and that they will be represented
in equal respect regardless of ownership, according to their relative significance in the overall
transportation system. -

All of the tools and processes needed to apply the asset management approach exist today and are
being used by some of Michigan’s transportation agencies. However, we recognize that it will take
time to implement the asset management approach across every jurisdiction. Once it is adopted, this
system-wide use of asset management will place Michigan at the forefront of modern transportation
infrastructure management and funding. We will thus be able to provide the best transportation
system to our customers, more efficiently and cost-effectively.

Our recommendations are the culmination of a year-long process, during which we met 22 times and
heard testimony from organizations representing thousands of members. Members of the general
public were free to comment at all of our meetings. In addition, our process and results were
reviewed by the broad-based Citizens Advisory Panel. We discussed and sometimes debated all of
the issues brought before us, and we gave careful consideration as to how best to address the charges
of P.A. 308. '

Please direct inquiries and comments to Terry L. Gotts, Chief Committee Staff
Phone: 517-373-6672  Fax: 517-373-6457  Pager 517-232-7071  email: gottst@mdot.state.mi.us



Please fec?l free to call upon any one of us to provide you with additional information which you
may require as you consider our recommendations and report. Thank you for providing us this

opportunity to serve the people of the state of Michigan.
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